United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
I nilid Stall-, l'atint and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



I 0/0H4. 22 X 



FILING DATE 



10/10/20(0 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



Kevin David Allan 



25943 7590 06/05/2008 

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON & WYATT, P.C. 
PACWEST CENTER, SUITE 1900 
1211 SW FIFTH AVENUE 
PORTLAND, OR 97204 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



109927-134541 



DENNISON, JERRY B 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



l/ffflrC? nVrliUli Otfff Iff ids y 


Application No. 

10/684,228 


Applicant(s) 

ALLAN, KEVIN DAVID 


Examiner 

J. Bret Dennison 


Art Unit 

2143 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 February 2008 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 1 ,2,4-8,10-12 and 15-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) ^ Claim(s) 1,2,4-8,10-12 and 15 is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 20. 24 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26 d (Rev e 08-06r 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20080528 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,228 
Art Unit: 2154 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Application Number 10/684,228 received on 28 
February 2008. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-8, 10-12, and 15-24 are presented for examination. Claims 3, 9, 
13, and 14 have been cancelled. 

Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: Claim 21 includes a "storage medium". Applicant's 
Specification does not provide proper antecedent basis for this terminology. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 16 includes 
the limitation, "logic communicatively couple to the keys" which appears to include a 
minor typographical error. Examiner will interpret the limitation to read, "logic 
communicatively coupled to." Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Edwards et al. (U.S. 6,952,799). 

6. Regarding claim 16, Edwards disclosed a mobile device (col. 2, lines 59-65) 
comprising: 

a processor (col. 5, lines 33-36); 

a plurality of keys or buttons coupled to the processor (col. 2, lines 60-63); and 
logic communicatively coupled to the keys or buttons and the processor, the logic 

to be operated by the processor to: 

receive a document including one or more hypertext links (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 

64-65, "retrieving one or more files" and locating "one or more links embedded therein"; 

Also, see Abstract "recognizes HyperText Markup Language (HTML) links embedded in 

WWW pages"), 

determine whether the links will be visible to a user of the mobile device when 
the document is first displayed to the user (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 65-66, "searching a file 
so retrieved to locate one of more links embedded therein"; The entire purpose of 
Edwards is to locate the links on documents that will be displayed to the user, and add 
identifiers; Therefore, "locating" the links embedded on the document includes 
determining that they would be visible; col. 1, lines 29-40, Edwards disclosed displaying 
links; col. 3, lines 47-52, Edwards clearly explains the purpose of the invention is to 
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assign identifiers to links to satisfy the need "to identify each link as different from other 
links viewable at the same time on screen"), 

if the links are determined to be visible, dynamically associate distinct characters 
with ones of the visible links, each distinct character corresponding to one of the keys or 
buttons (Edwards, col. 1 , line 67, "assigning an identifier to any link so located"; col. 3, 
lines 47-52, Edwards clearly explains the purpose of the invention is to assign identifiers 
to links to satisfy the need "to identify each link as different from other links viewable at 
the same time on screen"), and 

display the document in a display of the mobile device with the distinct characters 
depicted proximately to the ones of the visible links (Edwards, col. 3, lines 65-67, 
"These identifiers might appear on screen in addition to the link itself). 

7. Regarding claim 17, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 16, 
including wherein the logic is further to receive an activation of one of the keys or 
buttons by the user, and, in response, if the activated key or button corresponds to one 
of the distinct characters, automatically activate the link associated with that distinct 
character (Edwards, col. 2, lines 1-5, 23-25, 59-64, "with the telephone keypad buttons 
being used to control the navigation", col. 3, lines 55-60). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 18-19, 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Edwards et al. (U.S. 6,952,799). 

9. Regarding claim 21 , Edwards disclosed an article of manufacture comprising: 
a storage medium (col. 5, lines 30-36); and 

a plurality of programming instructions stored on the storage medium (col. 5, 
lines 30-36); and configured to program a mobile device (col. 2, lines 59-65) to: 

receive a document including one or more hypertext links (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 
64-65, "retrieving one or more files" and locating "one or more links embedded therein"; 
Also, see Abstract "recognizes HyperText Markup Language (HTML) links embedded in 
WWW pages"), 

determine whether the links will be visible to a user of the mobile device when 
the document is first displayed to the user (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 65-66, "searching a file 
so retrieved to locate one of more links embedded therein"; The entire purpose of 
Edwards is to locate the links on documents that will be displayed to the user, and add 
identifiers; Therefore, "locating" the links embedded on the document includes 
determining that they would be visible; col. 1, lines 29-40, Edwards disclosed displaying 
links; col. 3, lines 47-52, Edwards clearly explains the purpose of the invention is to 
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assign identifiers to links to satisfy the need "to identify each link as different from other 
links viewable at the same time on screen"), 

if the links are determined to be visible, dynamically associate distinct colors with 
a first portion of the visible links, each color corresponding to a key or button of the 
mobile device (Edwards, col. 6, lines 49-55), 

display the document in a display of the mobile device with the distinct colors 
(Edwards, col. 6, lines 49-55), 

receive a reassociation request via an activation by the user of a dynamic link 
key of the mobile device (Edwards, col. 6, lines 49-55, pressing of the "Down" button), 
and 

reassociate, in response to receiving the reassociation request, at least some of 
the colors with a second portion of the visible links, the second portion including 
different visible links than the first portion (Edwards, col. 6, lines 49-55, next four links 
on the page). 

While Edwards disclosed this "reassociating" functionality using colors as the 
identifiers, Edwards did not explicitly state performing such reassociation with 
characters. 

However, since Edwards disclosed that different types of identifiers may be used 
in alternative to colors, including numbers, letters or colors (as shown above), it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to "reassociate" the links using characters, as disclosed by Edwards, instead of using 
colors in order to provide such link identifier functionality to devices that have minimal 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,228 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2154 

capabilities, such as mobile phones (also disclosed by Edwards, col. 2, lines 59-65), 
thereby increasing scalability by providing for a wider use over multiple types of devices, 
and while also expanding the customer base of the system, making overall use more 
desirable. 

10. Regarding claims 18 and 23, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in 
claims 1 6 and 21 , including wherein the mobile device further comprises a scrolling 
button coupled to the processor (Edwards, col. 6, lines 45-60, Edwards disclosed 
"clever scrolling" with up and down keys), and the logic is further to: 

receive input from the scrolling button (Edwards, col. 6, lines 45-60, user 
pressing up and down keys); 

determine whether any second links will be visible to the user after the scrolling 
input (Edwards, col. 6, lines 52-55); 

dynamically reassociate the identifiers used in the first set of links with the visible 
second links (Edwards, col. 6, lines 52-55, Edwards disclosed reassociating colors of 
the first set of links with colors of the second set of links when they become the visible 
links) 

display the links with the new identifiers (Edwards, col. 6, lines 52-55, Edwards 
disclosed displaying the links with the color identifiers). 

Edwards also disclosed that different types of identifiers may be used, including 
numbers, letters or colors, and that a button corresponding to that number, letter, or 
number may be used to select that link (Edwards, col. 3, lines 45-60). 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,228 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2154 

While Edwards disclosed this "reassociating" functionality using colors as the 
identifiers, Edwards did not explicitly state performing such reassociation with 
characters. 

However, since Edwards disclosed that different types of identifiers may be used 
in alternative to colors, including numbers, letters or colors (as shown above), it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to "reassociate" the links using characters, as disclosed by Edwards, instead of using 
colors in order to provide such link identifier functionality to devices that have minimal 
capabilities, such as mobile phones (also disclosed by Edwards, col. 2, lines 59-65), 
thereby increasing scalability by providing for a wider use over multiple types of devices, 
and while also expanding the customer base of the system, making overall use more 
desirable. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1 9, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 1 6, 
including wherein the mobile devicee further comprises a dynamic link key coupled to 
the processor (Edwards, col. 6, lines 50-55, Down key), and one or more of the visible 
links are not associated with any of the distinct identifiers (Edwards, col. 6, lines 50-60) 
and the logic is further to: 

receive a reassociation request via an activation by the user of the dynamic link 
key (Edwards, col. 6, lines 50-55, "Down Key"), and 

reassociate, in response to receiving the reassociation request, at least some of 
the distinct identifiers with the one or more visible links (Edwards, col. 6, lines 52-55, 
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Edwards disclosed reassociating colors of the first set of links with colors of the second 
set of links when they become the visible links). 

Edwards also disclosed that different types of identifiers may be used, including 
numbers, letters or colors, and that a button corresponding to that number, letter, or 
number may be used to select that link (Edwards, col. 3, lines 45-60). 

While Edwards disclosed this "reassociating" functionality using colors as the 
identifiers, Edwards did not explicitly state performing such reassociation with 
characters. 

However, since Edwards disclosed that different types of identifiers may be used 
in alternative to colors, including numbers, letters or colors (as shown above), it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to "reassociate" the links using characters, as disclosed by Edwards, instead of using 
colors in order to provide such link identifier functionality to devices that have minimal 
capabilities, such as mobile phones (also disclosed by Edwards, col. 2, lines 59-65), 
thereby increasing scalability by providing for a wider use over multiple types of devices, 
and while also expanding the customer base of the system, making overall use more 
desirable. 

12. Regarding claim 22, Edwards disclosed the limitations described in claim 21, 
including wherein the programming instructions are further configured to receive an 
activation of the key or button by the user, and, in response, to automatically activate 
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the link (Edwards, col. 2, lines 1-5, 23-25, 59-64, "with the telephone keypad buttons 
being used to control the navigation", col. 3, lines 55-60). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 3. Claims 1 -2, 4-8, 1 0-12, and 1 5 are allowed. For Reasons for Allowance, see 
Office Action filed 12/27/2007. 

14. Claims 20 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. For Reasons for Allowance, 
see Office Action filed 12/27/2007. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 2/28/2008 with respect to claims 16-19, and 21-23 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Edwards and Chiu do not provide for the determination of 
visibility (See Applicant's arguments, page 10). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As shown in the above rejection, Edwards disclosed "searching a file so retrieved 
to locate one of more links embedded therein". The entire purpose of Edwards is to 
locate the links on documents that will be displayed to the user, and add identifiers. 
Therefore, "locating" the links embedded on the document includes determining that 
they would be visible (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 29-40, 65-66). Edwards also clearly 
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explains the purpose of the invention is to assign identifiers to links to satisfy the need 
"to identify each link as different from other links viewable at the same time on screen " 
(col. 3, lines 47-52). 

Examiner also notes that any computing device must make a determination as to 
what to display on its screen in order to display the proper information. A determination 
must be made as to how to display the information, as well as the location of the 
information. When any device reads an HTML page, the HTML code is processed to 
determine what to display. This would include links. 

Applicant also argues that Edwards did not teach a dynamic link key that causes a 
reassociation request. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As shown in the above rejection, Edwards disclosed a Down button that causes 
the "clever scrolling", which clearly causes reassociation of visible links to identifiers. 

It is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims drawn to 
limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed invention 
in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. 

Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims and 
supply arguments commensurate in scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends 
broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims 
with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterates the need for the 
Applicant to more clearly and distinctly define the claimed invention. 
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Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/J. B. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2143 

/Nathan J. Flynn/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2154 



